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Recent Developments Demonstrate Need for Greatest 
POAU Conference on Jan. 25-26, Archer Declares 


“POAU’s Eighth National Conference on Church and State should prove to be the most significant in the 
organization’s history,” Executive Director Glenn L. Archer predicts. “When the Conference convenes in Wash- 
ington, D. C., on January 25 and 26, certain events of the preceding weeks will not have faded, we trust, from 
the public mind. The cancellation by a Senate subcommittee of scheduled hearings on religious liberty (Church 
and State, October and November), a renewed plea by influential Protestant leaders for more ‘religion’ in the 


public schools (see story on page 4), 
the annual Roman Catholic Bishops’ 
statement calling for government sub- 
sidization of parochial schools (see 
POAU reply on page 2)—these and 
other related developments will pre- 
sent a challenge to our roster of dis- 
tinguished speakers as well as to the 
good citizens who will be in their au- 
dience at Constitution Hall and the 
National City Christian Church.” 

A supplementary page giving pro- 
gram details is included with this 
issue. Among the Conference’s out- 
standing events will be: 

@ Eighth Annual POAU Banquet 
—address by Paul Blanshard and 
presentation of citations for distin- 
guished contributions to the cause of 
religious liberty, Wednesday evening, 
January 25. 

@ Thursday Morning Session— 
“Let’s Keep Public Education Pub- 
lic,” keynote address by Dr. V. T. 
Thayer, author and educator, January 
26 in the National City Christian 
Church auditorium. 

e Popular Luncheon — “Here We 
Stand,” address by the Rev. Dr. 
Adolph Behrenberg, pastor, First 
Presbyterian Church, Metuchen, 
N. J., Thursday, January 26, National 
City Christian Church dining hall. 

e Thursday Afternoon Session— 
“Protestant Responsibility for Sep- 
aration of Church and State in Amer- 
ica,” address by the Rev. Frederick 
H. Olert, pastor, Second Presbyterian 
Church, Richmond, Va., January 26 
in the National City Christian Church 
auditorium. 

e Thursday Late-Afternoon Ses- 
sion—Workshop on POAU chapter 
organization and promotion prob- 
lems, addresses by skilled public 





relations leaders, displays of chapter 
materials. 


® Constitution Hall Mass Meeting 
— Freedom and Public Education in 
the United States,” address by Dr. 
Willard E. Goslin, Peabody College 
for Teachers, Nashville, Tenn.; “In- 
filtrations Upon American Liberties,”’ 
address by Dr. Frank H. Yost, editor, 
Liberty, Thursday night, January 26. 


For advance registration and fur- 
ther details, fill out blank on page 7 
and return to POAU at once. 





Schoolman 








Dr. Willard E. Goslin (above) of Peabody 
College for Teachers, Nashville, Tenn., will 
be a principal speaker at POAU’s January 26 
Constitution Hall meeting, sharing the plat- 
oy with Dr. Frank H. Yost of Takoma Park, 


? 
Neahate 4 Greetings 


The officers and staff of POAU 
extend their best wishes and deepest 
appreciation to the thousands of loyal 
POAU members all over the country 
who continue to serve with us in the 
cause of religious liberty as POAU 
winds up another year. A merry 
Christmas and a happy new year to 
all! 


+ 


Back POAU 


.. . Resolved, that the Iowa Uni- 
tarian Association heartily commend 
the principles, purposes and efforts 
expended in the battle for total sep- 
aration of Church and State, exempili- 
fied by the organization known as 
POAU (Protestants and Other Amer- 
icans United for Separation of Church 
and State).—From report of the res- 
olutions committee, 78th annual con- 
ference of the Iowa Unitarian Associ- 
ation, October 22. 


+ 


Church and Statesubscribers 
should give POAU at least one 
month’s notice of change of address 
in order to insure uninterrupted de- 
livery. This is important, as mis- 
addressed copies are not returned to 
the sender. 


+ 


Ministers—see page 6 for sugges- 
tion on how to help POAU. 








POAU Demolishes Bishops’ Assertion 
Of Parochial School ‘Right’ to Aid 


On November 19, fourteen Roman Catholic cardinals, archbishops and 
bishops of the United States, comprising the administrative board of the Na- 
tional Catholic Welfare Conference and speaking for the entire body of 208 
fellow bishops in the American hierarchy, issued their annual statement at 
Catholic University in Washington, D. C. Unlike previous years, when their 


annual pronouncements dealt only in 
part with the church’s parochial 
school system and its desire for pub- 
lic recognition and aid, this year’s 
statement was entirely devoted to pre- 
senting the case for the proposition 
that parochial schools should be con- 
sidered as equal “components of the 
American [public] educational sys- 
tem” whose students “have the right 
to benefit from those measures, 
grants, or aids, which are manifestly 
designed for the health, safety and 
welfare of American youth, irrespec- 
tive of the school attended.” POAU 
Executive Director Glenn L. Archer 
replied to this proposition on Novem- 
ber 21, as follows: 


Eloquence, artifice and studied nonsense 
are the outstanding characteristics of the 
1955 annual statement of the Roman Cath- 
olic Bishops of the United States. 
Though the Bishops’ statement expatiates at 
length on the glories of the parochial school 
system as a supreme example of private 
cooperative effort free of government sup- 
port or control, it is written for the ex- 
press purpose of justifying a demand for 
government aid and legal recognition of 
parochial schools as “an integral part of 
the American educational system.” 


The Bishops say truly that “To preserve 
freedom America must teach freedom”— 
but this it cannot do Ly subsidizing a sec- 
tarian school system which teaches the 
negation of freedom. A dispassionate exam- 
ination of the textbooks and teaching ma- 
terials used in Roman Catholic parochial 
schools will reveal that far from teaching 
(as the Bishops would have us believe) “a 
Christian concept of liberty” and “the 
inviolability of the human person and 
his freedom under God,” such schools sys- 
tematically exalt their “one true religion” 
while teaching that all other religions are 
“counterfeit.” This is shown by such basic 
textbooks as LIVING OUR FAITH, Book 
Three of “The Catholic High School Reli- 
gion Series,” published under the Impri- 
matur of Francis Cardinal Spellman in 1945 
and 1946 by William H. Sadlier, Inc. The 
passages in this textbook dealing with non- 
Catholic religions display not only an over- 
weening contempt towards the latter but 
also a choice of words emphasizing the 
doctrine that the “one true religion,” 
Roman Catholicism, must attain a legally 
recognized monopoly position in the na- 
tional culture, just as legal tender is estab- 
lished by government authority and “coun- 
terfeit” money suppressed. For example, 
LIVING OUR FAITH treats of “False 
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Worship” under the heading, “Subject 24,” 
and observes, in part: 

“COUNTERFEIT RELIGIONS. The 
material, size, and shape of the paper and 
metal money in the United States is deter- 
mined and authorized by the government. 
No other money is legal tender, and any 
other agency issuing such money is guilty 
of counterfeiting. In the same way, non- 
Catholic methods of worshiping God must 
be branded counterfeit... . ” 

Well may the Bishops observe that, “Only 
those who teach hatred teach division; those 
who teach love teach unity”! The only 
“unity” that is envisioned in the teaching 
of Roman Catholic parochial schools is a 
“unity” imposed under Roman Catholic 
hegemony. 


Ambiguous 


The Bishops use ambiguous language 
when, protesting against what they call 
“unfair and discriminatory treatment” of 
the proud and self-supporting parochial 
schools (which are not content to remain 
self-supporting), they assert that the “stu- 
dents of these schools have the right to 
benefit from those measures, grants, or aids, 
which are manifestly designed for the 
health, safety and welfare of American 
youth, irrespective of the school attended.” 
The hierarchy in this statement carefully 
avoids specifying the benefits which it 
would include under the headings, “health, 
safety and welfare,” but the record shows 
that its definitions are very elastic. The 
Catholic World, for instance, declared in its 
lead editorial of last April that “in the mat- 
ter of erecting new school buildings, it’s 
obvious that American children are en- 
titled to the benefits of public welfare legis- 
lation regardless of race, creed or color.” 
Surely, if even the erection of school build- 
ings can be termed a “welfare” service 
rather than an “educational” aid, then there 
are no limits to the extent of the support 
which the government will be expected to 
grant to religious schools. Will it not be 
claimed that payment of school electric 
bills, teachers’ salaries, janitorial services 
and the purchase of books, paper, ink, pens, 
pencils and all other supplies are matters 
of government concern because they affect 
the pupils’ “welfare” ? 


It is high time that the confusion sur- 
rounding this question were dispelled. Ex- 
cept for one or two services—such as medi- 
cal examinations and hot lunches, which 
are unmistakably classifiable as “health” 
measures—most school services are integral 
parts of the school’s teaching process. The 
building is there, the bus service is there, 


the books, paper, janitorial service and 
electricity are supplied in order to make 
Johnny’s education possible, and if the 
school is one dedicated to propagating a 
religion rather than providing a general, 
non-sectarian education, it is not serving 
a public function which would justify tax 
support. Much of the discussion of possible 
“fringe benefits” to parochial schools has 
been unrealistic. It does not make a par- 
ticle of difference, for instance, whether tax 
funds are used for purchasing $5000 worth 
of “non-religious” arithmetic texts for a 
parochial school or $5000 worth of cate- 
chismal texts—either expenditure would 
amount to a $5000 grant to a school whose 
primary purpose is to propagate Roman 
Catholicism, not serve the public. Perhaps 
the Bishops’ renewed demand for subsidy 
will, at last, force the American people to 
confront the issue in the light of the hier- 
archy’s real objective. 

It is also revealing that the Bishops look 
back nostalgically to the “Colonial and 
early national periods” when all education 
was private and church-related rather than 
public. Those were also the years when 
even under relatively liberal regimes such as 
that of colonial Maryland religious heresy 
was punishable by death, confiscation of 
property, whipping, imprisonment and in 
other barbarous ways (see Maryland “Act 
concerning Religion,” April 21, 1649). The 
kind of “recognition” which the Roman 
Catholic prelates today seek for their paro- 
chial schools is the same kind of “recogni- 
tion” which made for torture and oppres- 
sion in the name of “God” in the period 
before church and state were separated in 
America. 

The Bishops resort again and again to 
verbal trickery in the many parts of their 
statement where they speak of private edu- 
cation’s “right to exist” and express their 
horror at what they pretend to regard as a 
government “monopoly” of education. The 
right of parochial or private schools to exist 
is not in question. The Bishops themselves 
point to the phenomenal growth which 
their school system has enjoyed under 


(Continued on next page) 
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[ NEWS From Far and Near 


@ The 75-year-old primate of Argentina, Santiago Cardinal Copello, in- 
dicated recently that he would retire “for reasons of health.” Newspapers 
reported that his “decision” was made for him by the Vatican. The Cardinal 
had been one of Peron’s staunchest supporters from the earliest days of the 
the dictator’s regime (Church and State Newsletter, March, 1949, April, 1950 
and May, 1951), and it is not surprising that he began to feel quite ill as 
Peron’s downfall became a certainty. 


@ Starting January 1, fourteen hitherto tax-free properties 
owned by religious and charitable institutions will go on the Rich- 
mond, Va., tax rolls at a total assessed value of $410,000, under rul- 
ings by City Attorney J. Elliott Drinard that revenue-producing 
properties are not exempt (“Church and State,” May and June). 
As a result, a Southern Baptist Foreign Mission Board spokesman 
said that the organization might move its headquarters to another 
city. The Richmond assessor estimated that 293 tracts valued at 
$23,070,230 would retain their tax exemption because they are used 
exclusively for religious purposes. 


@ A visa issued on November 2 to Russian Orthodox Archbishop Boris, 
Exarch for North America of the Moscow Patriarchate, was cancelled two 
weeks later by the U. S. State Department on the ground that the Soviet 
Government sought greater privileges for him than it would grant to an 
American Roman Catholic priest, the Rev. Louis F. Dion, A.A., who had 
applied for entry into Moscow to replace the previously expelled Rev. 
Georges Bissonnette, A.A. (Church and State, April). Since Moscow would 
allow the priest to minister only to Americans, not to Russian Roman Cath- 
olics, the State Department reasoned that Archbishop Boris should be re- 
stricted in the same way if he were allowed to enter the United States, but 
the Soviet Union demanded that he be allowed to serve as leader of American 
members of his church. 


@ As this issue goes to press the White House Conference on 
Education (November 28-December 2) is just concluding amid 
continued dissension over its make-up, purpose and direction. The 
controversy in Massachusetts over the “place” of Roman Catholic 
educators in the state delegation led State Representative John 
J. O'Rourke of Northampton to introduce a bill requiring that 
a parochial school official be appointed to every official educational 
conference committee within or without the state. A 40,000-word 
report of the New York State Committee for the White House 
Conference included the proposition that questions of race, religion 
or national origin should not be considered in appointing public 
school teachers. (See November “Church and State” and forth- 
coming issues for further discussion.) 


@ $2,000 in damages was awarded by the Supreme Court of Canada to 
Esymier Chaput, a Jehovah’s Witness of Chapleau, Quebec, in a unanimous 
ruling of November 15 holding that three policemen had acted wrongfully 
in breaking up a religious meeting in his home. . . . Two weeks earlier, the 
Court had overruled Quebec provincial authorities who had prosecuted 
department stores and shops for remaining open on certain Roman Catholic 
holidays in defiance of a Montreal by-law (Church and State, January and 
December, 1954). The justices unanimously held that only the national 
government could legislate regarding religious observances, not the provincial 
governments. 


@ Quashing a contempt-of-court citation against the Rev. Loriot 
D. Bozorth, Jr., of Gloucester City, N. J., Superior Court Judge 
Vincent S. Haneman observed on November 14 that the clergyman 
had been within his rights in publicly criticizing Judge Frank T. 
Lloyd, Jr., after a decision by the latter involving a referendum on 
legalization of Sunday liquor sales (“Church and State,” Novem- 
ber). To uphold the contempt action, Judge Haneman said, would 
amount to “censorship.” 
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Reply to Bishops 


(Continued from page 2) 


church-state separation. But what the 
Bishops are really asserting is not the 
“right” of their schools to exist, but their 
alleged “right” to exist at public expense. 
This, of course, is not a “right” but a great 
wrong, according to the principle enunci- 
ated by Thomas Jefferson long ago—that 
“to compel a man to furnish contributions 
of money for the propagation of opinions 
which he disbelieves, is sinful’ and tyran- 
nical.” The Bishops themselves refer to 
Jefferson, but without any regard to his 
real view on this point, just as they mis- 
leadingly cite the Supreme Court’s opinion 
in the Oregon school case of 1925, in which 
the Court upheld the right of parents to 
send their children to non-public schools 
but said nothing about any right to do so 
at public expense. 

If the Bishops are really interested in 
quoting from Supreme Court decisions rel- 
evant to their present demands, they could 
not do better than to cite the following 
clear-cut, basic statement of American prin- 
ciple occurring in the Everson case of 1947 
and reiterated in the McCollum and Zorach 
cases of 1948 and 1952: 

“The ‘establishment of religion’ clause of 
the First Amendment means at least this: 
Neither a state nor the Federal Government 
can set up a church. Neither can pass laws 
which aid one religion, aid all religions, or 
prefer one religion over another. . . . No 
tax in any amount, large or small, can be 
levied to support any religious activities or 
institutions, whatever they may be called, 
or whatever form they may adopt to teach 
or practice religion. .. .” 

In the light of the Constitution and the 
best traditions of America, the Bishops’ 
case as presented in their November 19 
statement collapses like a house of cards. 


+ 


Dr. Willingham Accepts 


Key Post in New York 


The Rev. Dr. Edward B. Willing- 
ham, a member of POAU’s national 
executive committee and author of 
Struggling for Liberty: the Baptist 
Role (an address published in pam- 
phlet form by POAU), has resigned 
from the pastorship of Washington’s 
National Baptist Memorial Church 
in order to take on the duties of gen- 
eral secretary of the American Bap- 
tist Foreign Missions Societies, with 
headquarters in New York, effective 
at the end of this year. Although 
POAU will miss Dr. Willingham’s 
immediate presence on the Washing- 
ton scene, from which the organiza- 
tion has benefited greatly, his con- 
tinuing support and counsel are 
counted upon as he assumes his sig- 
nificant new role in New York. 








National Council of Churches’ 
School Religion Goal Outlined 


As controversy continued over pro- 
grams in various states for public 
school “religious” training, the Na- 
tional Conference on Religion and 
Public Education held a three-day 
session in St. Louis, Mo., last month 
and emerged with a five-point out- 
line drafted by a special committee 
to determine “how far [public 
schools] can go in teaching religion 
in accordance with the principle of 
the separation of church and 
state... .”” The Conference was spon- 
sored by the National Council of 
Churches and the outline was sub- 
mitted to it by Dr. Rufus E. Clement 
of Atlanta, Ga., committee chairman, 
as follows: 

“1. As to the nature of the child 
—he is a creature of God, he is loved 
by God, and he is responsible to God 
for all of his acts. 

“2. The right of the child, by vir- 
tue of his divine creation, to the full- 
est development of his faculties and 
capacities. 

“3. Respect for the individual con- 
science and faith of each child’s al- 
legiance. 

“4. Belief in citizens as being 
brothers, children of God, with equal 
rights and responsibilities. 


“5. Religious truth should be in- 
cluded in the child’s education wher- 
ever relevant to the subject matter of 
public education.” 

In other parts of its report, deal- 
ing with the main Conference topic 
of “The Christian and the Public 
Schools,”’ the committee asserted that 
“the schools may teach about religion 
or its value as a fundamental factor 
in our national life’ but warned 
against teaching the subject “in such 
a way as to serve the sectarian needs 
of any ecclesiastical institution indi- 
vidually or collectively.” 

Another committee, dealing with 
possible curriculum changes, de- 
clared: “Religion is a subject inte- 
grated with other subjects, not as a 
separate subject.” “It is necessary,” 
it added, “to recognize the pluralistic 
atmosphere in many communities and 
the pluralism of the American so- 
ciety.” 

A committee on worship in the pub- 
lic schools held that “all religious ex- 
ercises in the public school shall be 
non-sectarian” and that participation 
of pupils should be only with par- 
ents’ consent. A fourth committee, 
discussing the Bible and the public 
schools, called use of the Bible in 
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references having “a bearing on the 
course of study” the most effective. 


At an earlier session, presided over 
by Schools Superintendent Jordan L. 
Larson of Mt. Vernon, N. Y., chair- 
man of the National Council’s com- 
mittee on religion and public educa- 
tion, a tentative policy statement was 
read by Thomas H. West of the 
Church Federation of Greater Chi- 
cago asserting that “people who have 
differing theological understandings 
of religion” can agree about the 
“practical” effects of religion upon 
everyday life and that “this way of 
thinking about religion can be com- 
municated [in the public schools] 


without recourse to _ controversial 
theological definitions.” National 
Council President Eugene Carson 


Blake, in an opening address, de- 
clared that the absence of sectarian 
doctrine in the public schools does 
not make them godless, but added: 
“The only way to avoid fascism, 
Communism, or secular scientific hu- 
manism in our public schools is for 
us to recapture the  eighteenth- 
century agreement on which our so- 
ciety and state were founded: rever- 
ence for God and respect for others’ 
belief in God and their understanding 
of duty to Him.” 

Roman Catholic and Jewish spokes- 
men were represented in the discus- 
sion. The Rev. James B. Hoflich, St. 
Louis Roman Catholic parochial 
schools superintendent, asserted that 
public and parochial schools are 
“partners” and cited “seven funda- 
mental truths” previously listed by 
New York Catholic organizations as 
‘“nondenominational principles to be 
integrated into the [public school] 
curriculum and used as a frame of 
reference for the preparation of ma- 
terials suitable to the various grades.” 
(The seven “truths” involved recog- 
nition of the existence of God and of 
man’s dependence upon Him as the 
basic source of human rights and 
welfare, as exemplified in the Ten 
Commandments.) Rabbi Arthur Gil- 
bert of New York, representing the 
Anti-Defamation League of B'nai 
B’rith, said that while the new pro- 
posals should be “studied” on their 
merits, a “sharp distinction between 
teaching religion as an instrument of 
indoctrination and the teaching of 
facts about religion in order to pro- 
vide information” must be drawn. 
Opposing separate courses in moral 
and spiritual values, he said: ‘“Im- 


plicit in every teaching experience 
should be the inherent dignity and 
sanctity of the individual, the need 
for observing a code of fair play, the 
absolute necessity of doing unto 
others as one would have others do 
unto one’s self.” 


Warns of “Travesty” 


Almost simultaneously with the St. 
Louis conference’s hopeful statements 
about the possibility of a “non-sec- 
tarian” public school religion, how- 
ever, Roman Catholic Archbishop Jo- 
seph P. Hurley of St. Augustine, Fla.., 
warned public school authorities 
against perpetrating “a neutral reli- 
gion, a colorless travesty of religion” 
in their schools. Dedicating a new pa- 
rochial school in Miami, Archbishop 
Hurley commented on a “religious 
heritage” program recently announced 
by Thomas D. Bailey, Florida public 
education superintendent, and ob- 
served: “A religion without doctrine 
and without moral code would be in 
effect a false religion. Many Amer- 
icans would be unable in conscience 
to accept that.” Significantly, his 
warning echoed the stand taken by 
many secular and religious educators 
in the past against the notion of a 
“common core” religious program to 
be introduced into the public schools. 

In Jersey City, N. J., the problem 
was pushed into the limelight in late 
October by Hudson County Demo- 
cratic leader John B. Kenny, who ob- 
served in a talk to some St. Michael’s 
Roman Catholic churchwomen that 
Jersey City, “because of its Catholic 
influence,” had escaped “the violent 
wave of teenage crime many other 
cities have experienced,” and an- 
nounced that he was going to demand 
a religious study program in the city’s 
public schools. He said he anticipated 
that “fanatics and leftists’ would op- 
pose his plan and “go into this sepa- 
ration of church and state business,” 
but declared that this should not dis- 
turb persons who believe “we need 
more spirituality in all our schools— 
not just the parochial schools.” Ken- 
ny’s proposal, calling for the insti- 
tution of separate Protestant, Roman 
Catholic and Jewish religious study 
periods in the 1956 curriculum, to be 
taught by regular public school teach- 
ers, was immediately endorsed by 
Msgr. Leroy E. McWilliams, pastor 
of St. Michael’s Roman Catholic 
Church, who urged members of his 
parish to sign petitions supporting 
Kenny’s program. Four members of 
the Jersey City Board of Education 
lost no time in announcing their ap- 
proval of the plan, while a fifth, Dr. 


(Continued on next page) 
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Asks Dulles Protest 
On Colombia Killings 


The near-fatal beating of an Amer- 
ican evangelical missionary in Colom- 
bia, together with evidence of recent 
anti-Protestant persecutions resulting 
in at least a score of deaths, have 
been brought to the attention of U.S. 
Secretary of State John Foster Dulles 
by the National Association of Evan- 
gelicals. The Rev. Donald H. Gill, 
NAE assistant secretary of affairs, 
urged Secretary Dulles in a letter of 
November 4 to “lodge a vigorous 
protest with the Colombian Govern- 
ment” on the ground that an Ameri- 
can citizen had been one of the vic- 
tims. 

Gill’s letter also alluded to “other 
reports from Ecuador and Bolivia as 
well as Colombia showing that a new 
wave of violence has begun in recent 
weeks.” Regarding the Colombian 
bloodshed, the NAE official’s letter 
stated: 

“The incident [involving the 
American] occurred at 10:30 P.M. 
on Monday the 17th of October, 1955 
at Guamal in the Province of El 
Meta. The Rev. Julius Allen de 
Gruyter, an American missionary 
serving under the Worldwide Evange- 
lization Crusade, accompanied by 
five evangelical believers, was return- 
ing from a Protestant meeting. 

“While they were walking through 
the main street of Guamal two po- 
licemen emerged from a store and 
accused the missionary and his com- 
panions of not believing in God or 
the Virgin. One of the Colombian 
believers stated, ‘Yes, we do believe 
in God and the Virgin is the mother 
of our Lord and Saviour, Jesus 
Christ.’ 

“About ten minutes later after the 
group had proceeded down the road 
two policemen again overtook them 
and one began beating members of 
the group. 

“The missionary, Rev. de Gruyter, 
was first kicked and then received a 
blow on the side of the head with 
what he thought might have been the 
butt of a pistol. He did not entirely 
lose consciousness and was able to 
seek refuge in a nearby banana grove. 
He lay on the ground bleeding pro- 
fusely and vomiting blood. He lay 
there until five o’clock the next morn- 
ing and then walked for four and a 
half hours before receiving aid and 
finally medical treatment. 

“Later, when Mr. de Gruyter ar- 
rived in Bogota, X-rays were taken 
and showed a double fracture of the 
skull.” 
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Gill also cited the following 
atrocities: “at least eleven” members 
of a congregation in a primitive sec- 
tion of El Meta, visited by de Gruy- 
ter two weeks earlier, murdered and 
their bodies “mutilated and left on 
public display as a warning to the 
community”; a young man returning 
home from a Protestant meeting near 
Sevilla, Ville province, murdered on 
October 2 “by criminals who mistook 
him for a local Colombian evangelical 
pastor”; seven Colombian evangeli- 
cals murdered near Sevilla on Oc- 
tober 4 “in an attack by eighteen 
armed men’’; one young man killed 
and about 150 Protestant men, 
women and children driven from 
homes and farms in La Morano. 


+ 


School Religion 
(Continued from page 4) 


Marie E. Carpenter, declined imme- 
diate comment and a sixth, Nathan 
Arlook (immediate past president of 
the board), said he thought the pro- 
gram would be unconstitutional. 

At Evanston, Ill., Northwestern 
University’s student publication, The 
Daily Northwestern, urged Univer- 
sity President J. Roscoe Miller in an 
editorial to “comply promptly with 
the student governing board’s request 
that religious information be removed 
from the university’s application for 
admission.” Officially, the religious 
identification questions on the appli- 
cation blank were for the purpose of 
allowing campus religious groups to 
contact students according to their 
stated preferences, but the student 
board contended the system made 
possible the application of a “reli- 
gious-quota” system in admissions 
policy and that dropping it “would 
be a step that could enhance greatly 
Northwestern’s reputation as a free 
university.” The student board also 
held that if the religious-identifica- 
tion questions were not removed they 
should at least be placed on a sepa- 
rate blank which the applicant could 
fill out or not as he preferred. 


A “Guiding Statement for Super- 
visors and Teachers,” dated June 14 
and distributed unofficially by the 
New York City Board of [Public 
School] Superintendents, outlined 
methods of inculcating “moral and 
spiritual values” which have run into 
increasing opposition from Jewish 
and non-theological ethical and fra- 
ternal groups. According to the Guid- 
ing Statement, the “public schools 
encourage the belief in God, recog- 
nizing the simple fact that ours is a 


religious nation, but they leave and 
even refer to the home and to the 
church the interpretation of God and 
of revelation. . . . They teach the 
moral code and identify God as the 
ultimate source of natural and moral 
law. .. .” On November 14 the New 
York Board of Rabbis expressed 
“vigorous opposition” to the Guiding 
Statement on the ground that “the 
intrusion of the state—through the 
public school—is clearly neither de- 
sirable nor welcome” and could “un- 
dermine our traditional religious lib- 
erties, threaten the stability and in- 
dependence of our schools, introduce 
divisive religious controversy in the 
classrooms and involve the commu- 
nity in constant tension.” Another 
statement, issued jointly on Novem- 
ber 4 by the Synagogue Council of 
America and the National Commu- 
nity Relations Advisory Council, had 
not mentioned the Guiding Statement 
but had flatly opposed efforts to teach 
religious doctrines supposedly repre- 
senting “the ‘common core’ of sev- 
eral or all religious faiths,” and had 
warned that “objective” or “factual” 
statements about religion in public 
school courses could not possibly deal 
with theological tenets. 


A suit challenging Tennessee’s pub- 
lic school Bible-reading law as well as 
other religious practices in Nashville 
public schools was dismissed recently 
by Chancellor William J. Wade on 
the grounds that Philip Carden, the 
complaining parent, did not have 
“sufficient interest as a taxpayer to 
bring the suit,’ that his religious 
freedom or that of his children had 
not been interfered with, and that the 
act of a teacher in compelling a child 
of the plaintiff to copy the 100th 
Psalm as “punishment” for not at- 
tending Sunday School was an “‘iso- 
lated case.” Carden, a night editor 
for the Associated Press, plans to ap- 
peal to the state supreme court. (See 
also, Church and State, October.) 


+ 


. matters of religion, and the 
ways of God’s worship, are not at all 
entrusted by us to any human power, 
because therein we cannot remit or 
exceed a tittle of what our consciences 
dictate to be the mind of God, with- 
out wilful sin; nevertheless the pub- 
lic way of instructing the nation (so 
it be not compulsive) is referred to 
their discretion—From seventeenth- 
century statement of Richard Over- 
ton and Col. Thomas Rainsborough, 
associates of the anti-monarchist Eng- 
lish leader, John Lilburne. 











Hierarchy Stages Show of Power 


In Philippines Election Contest 


Symbolic of the blatant political role assumed by the Roman Catholic 
Church, loudspeakers appeared on the outside of many churches during the 
recent Philippine Islands election campaign. “Priests are using these,’ Manila 
correspondent Albert Raveholt of the Chicago Daily News reported in the 
November 3 issue, “to attack officials judged too friendly to competing 


minority sects or critical of church 
activities.” 


A measure of the passion aroused 
by the off-year election for eight 
6-year Senate seats (plus one to be 
filled for the remaining two years of 
its term) and provincial governors, 
mayors and minor local officials, is 
the fact that 37 citizens were killed 
and 112 injured in pre-election clash- 
es. Senator Claro M. Recto, although 
a cantankerous opponent of popular 
President Ramon Magsaysay’s re- 
gime, had been expected to lead the 
field, but when the returns were in 
he rated a poor sixth among the suc- 
cessful candidates. Apart from his po- 
litical differences with Magsaysay 
(whom he accused, among other 
things, of being “pro-American’’) , the 
veteran Senator was known both as a 
divorcee and an exponent of church- 
state separation. Thus, he was fight- 
ing not only Magsaysay’s slate of 
Nationalist candidates, but also the 
political power of the Roman Catholic 
Church. Coming in well ahead of 
Recto was Francisco “Soc” Rodrigo, 
radio announcer, lawyer and one-time 
head of Catholic Action. 


Naming “religious instruction in 
the public schools” as one of the lead- 
ing underlying issues of the cam- 
paign, Raveholt in his Chicago Daily 
News story observes that the frank 
electioneering by Roman Catholic 
clerical and lay leaders, and the ac- 
companying—though feebler — com- 
petitive efforts of Protestant, Moslem 
and independent Filipino churches, 
mark “a radical departure from the 
process of government that American 
administrators tried to encourage in 
these islands for nearly half a cen- 
tury.” He recalls: 


“In 1901 U. S. forces were com- 
pleting the occupation of the Philip- 
pines after the defeat of Spain. Pres- 
ident William McKinley instructed 
the first civil government here, head- 
ed by William Howard Taft, that 
‘the separation between church and 
state shall be real, entire and abso- 
i 

“The demarcation between af- 
fairs of government and religion es- 
tablished by Americans lasted 
through the Philippine common- 
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wealth created in 1935 and the first 
years of the republic launched in 
1946. 

“All early Philippine presidents, 
Manuel Quezon, Sergio Osmena and 
Manuel Roxas, firmly resisted occa- 
sional attempts by Roman Catholic 
leaders to use to political advantage 
the dominant position of their church. 


“The Roman Catholic Church first 
showed its political power here in 
1949 when the Philippine congress 
was considering a new civil code. It 
was a_ presidential election year. 
Church leaders organized the sending 
of thousands of letters to senators 
and representatives. Delegations of 
school children marched on Congress. 
As a result the new civil code elimi- 
nated provisions for divorce and stip- 
ulated that there would be optional 
religious instruction in the public 
school curriculum. 

“Some church leaders felt that 
President Elpidio Quirino did not en- 
force adequately the provisions of the 
new code; the professional educators 
trained during the American regime 
continued in control of the depart- 
ment of education. 

“This was one reason Catholics 
supported President Ramon Magsay- 
say and worked against Quirino dur- 
ing the hectic 1953 presidential elec- 
tions. Many other Catholics did so 
because they were disgusted with the 
obvious corruption of the Quirino ad- 
ministration. . . .” 

On the other side of the picture— 
touched upon by Raveholt, as it has 
been by many other writers—there 
is the anti-clerical tradition of the 
independent Philippine people. The 
public school religion program being 
pushed by the new secretary of edu- 
cation, Gregorio Hernandez (a former 
Dominican university law dean), has 
met with strong resistance from “lib- 
eral” Catholic laymen as well as 
non-Catholics. University of the Phil- 
ippines students have held mass dem- 
onstrations (Church and State, Octo- 
ber) against clerical abuses at the 
university and a subsequent citizens’ 
rally, 10,000 strong, was held culmi- 
nating in a march to Malacanan pal- 
ace, the Philippine “White House,” 


to demand rescinding of Education 
Department Order No. 5 (providing 
religious instruction during regular 
public school hours). 


To the extent that this resistance 
movement shows itself equal to the 
crisis, Philippine democracy will es- 
cape the snares of church-state un- 
ion, religious tests for public office, 
persecution of heretics, and all the 
evils which flow from government es- 
tablishment of religion. Similarly, 
other democracies—such as the Unit- 
ed States—will avoid these snares to 
the extent that POAU and other 
groups successfully defend the prin- 
ciple of a free church in a free so- 
ciety. 
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Dr. Buck Works to Put 
New Shoulders to Wheel 


“Please mail me 500 copies of the 
{Glenn L. Archer] letter relative to 
your experiences in Spain and Italy 
and the pamphlet entitled Will It 
Happen HERE Too? I want to mail 
these two items to the members of 
my congregation in order to call 
POAU to their attention in the hope 
that they may subscribe to Church 
and State.” This gratifying request 
came recently to POAU Executive 
Director Glenn L. Archer from the 
Rev. Albert W. Buck, pastor of 
Tabor Evangelical and Reformed 
Church, Chicago, Ill. As more and 
more ministers move to emulate Dr. 
Buck’s example by distributing 
POAU materials among their con- 
gregations, the work of enlightening 
the public on current threats to re- 
ligious liberty will be greatly facili- 
tated. POAU salutes Dr. Buck! 





White House Conferees 
Oppose Sectarian Aid 


“ . . While the participants recog- 
nized the right of parents to educate 
their children in non-public schools in 
accordance with American tradition, a 
large majority of the participants did 
not favor the use of tax funds for sup- 
port of non-public educational insti- 
tutions. 


“A small number of participants dis- 
cussed the matter of health and wel- 
fare benefits to pupils of non-public 
schools. Among these participants there 
was considerable sentiment that such 
services should not be denied to these 
pupils.”"—From White House Confer- 
ence on Education report on “How 
Can We Finance Our Schools—Build 
and Operate Them?” December 1. 
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Shattered Royai Romance 
Embarrasses State Church 


The paradoxical position of the es- 
tablished Church of England has been 
pointed up by the personal tragedy 
of Princess Margaret and Group Cap- 
tain Peter Townsend, whose ill-fated 
romance for many months furnished 
material for a front-page dramatic 
serial which reached its sorry end 
with her announcement of October 
31 that, “mindful of the Church’s 
teaching that Christian marriage is 
indissoluble, and conscious of my duty 
to the Commonwealth,” she had de- 
cided not to marry Townsend. Four 
days earlier, the 25-year-old princess 
had spent an hour alone with Dr. 
Geoffrey Fisher, Archbishop of Can- 
terbury and primate of England, to 
discuss the problem created by the 
fact that Townsend had been the in- 
nocent. party in divorce proceedings 
against his wife in 1952 and the 
Church of England condemned the re- 
marriage of any divorced person while 
the former spouse was still alive. 

In the House of Commons, Prime 
Minister Anthony Eden—himself a 
remarried divorcee—was reminded by 
a Labor member of parliament whose 
grand-uncle had been Archbishop of 
Canterbury that English civil law al- 
lowed divorce on grounds of adultery, 
cruelty, desertion or seven years of 
separation and that Margaret’s mis- 
fortune “revealed the widening gap 
between the standards demanded by 
the state church and the standard 
demanded by laws.” Eden’s chal- 
lenger, Stephen Swingler, said: ‘I be- 
lieve a formal investigation into the 
situation would reveal that the ma- 
jority of the people oppose the es- 
tablishment of the Church of Eng- 
land as the official state church. 
There is no logical justification for 
continuing its establishment.’’ Eden, 
however, replied that the Church (of 
England) Assembly and the Free 
Church Federal Council (represent- 
ing other Protestant denominations) 
had each investigated the question 
previously and decided that disestab- 
lishment at the time would be det- 
rimental to both church and state. 

Swingler’s parliamentary argument 
was backed by an unexpected source 
when the Rev. G. A. Lewis Lloyd, 
preaching in St. Paul’s (Anglican) 
Cathedral in London, asked whether 
governmental support of the Church 
of England was “worth the high price 
that is paid for it—-limitation of her 
spiritual freedom, denial of any choice 
in the appointment of her leaders, 
and insidious secularism which results 
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from constant attempts to impose 
upon the Church the State’s own low- 
er standards of morals.” He called 
upon his church to free itself “from 
the limitations of State control, the 
brakes and restraints of Establish- 
ment.”’ The preacher, who is vicar of 
Chiswick and rural dean of Ham- 
mersmith, stressed that regardless of 
the high calibre of government-ap- 
pointed bishops it was wrong in prin- 
ciple for the church to be subject to 
the will of a sovereign guided by a 
prime minister “who need not be a 
churchman or even a Christian,” and 
that decisions of church assemblies 
“can be negated by the State through 
an alignment of nonconformists and 
agnostics outvoting the churchmen in 
the House of Commons.” Earlier, The 
Manchester Guardian made the point 
in even sharper language when it 
called it “English hypocrisy” to for- 
bid Princess Margaret to marry the 
innocent party to a divorce when Sir 
Anthony Eden, who answered the 
same description, was constitution- 
ally empowered to appoint archbish- 
ops and bishops. Among those who 





Luncheon Speaker 





Dr. Adolph Behrenberg (above) will talk at 
Jan. 26 POAU luncheon. 


applauded the Archbishop of Canter- 
bury’s stand and Margaret’s decision, 
on the other hand, were The Uni- 
verse, London Roman Catholic week- 
ly, and the Vatican organ in Rome, 
L’Osservatore Romano. 

In countries such as the United 
States, where church and state are 
separate, such a situation could never 
arise. While the private affairs of 
governmental officials and other prom- 
inent persons are equally subject to 
newspaper comment, and their con- 
duct may be freely measured against 
church codes, the fate of governments 
do not hang in the balance as a mar- 
ital decision is worked out between 
the persons immediately concerned. 
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‘Without Fear or Favor’ 
Available in Quantity 


Without Fear or Favor, a hand- 
some 36-page pamphlet embodying 
the text of Executive Director Glenn 
L. Archer’s statement to the Senate 
Subcommittee on Constitutional 
Rights, is now available for wide dis- 
tribution at the following rates: 10c 
a single copy, $1 a dozen, 100 for 
$8.50, 500 for $30. Fill out and re- 
turn the blank below: 


POAU 
1633 Massachusetts Avenue, N. W. 
Washington 6, D. C. 


Sirs: 
I am enclosing $ (check or 
money order for quantities, coin for 


single copy). Please send me .......... 
copies of Without Fear or Favor. 


eee ss 
Address 


Registration and Reservation Blank for Eighth National Conference 
Mail to POAU, 1633 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., Washington 6, D. C. or Phone DEcatur 


2-4044. 


(...) Please Register me. $1. (2 reserved section tickets, for mass meeting, session badge 
and advance program sent to Registrants.) 


(...) Reservations: Wednesday Banquet, 6:30. Tickets $2.00. How many? 
Thursday Noon Luncheon. Tickets $1.50. How many ?...... 


(...) Sponsor: I will help sponsor Conference with a special gift of $.......... 


$10 ( 


$15 (....), 


). (A box for 5 or group of 8 reserved tickets sent to each sponsor.) 


Sirs: I will attend the 8th Conference and wish to register as indicated. (x) 


Name 


(Mr., Mrs., Miss, Rev. ) 


Address 
City 
Organization represented 


I am enclosing $ 
to POAU.) 


(....) I will distribute advertising flyers. How many? 





Children’s Court ‘Quota’ 
Called ‘Indefensible’ 


“Tf one of my children got in trou- 
ble I would rather have the court as- 
sign to him a highly trained and sin- 
cerely dedicated Roman Catholic or 
Jew than a Protestant selected from 
the bottom of the Civil Service list 
who might lack gifts of intelligence, 
sensitivity and dedication and the par- 
ticular make-up appropriate to my 
child’s problem,” the Very Rev. James 
A. Pike, dean of the New York (St. 
John the Divine) Cathedral, declared 
in his sermon of November 6. 

To appoint probation officers so 
that their religious affiliations 
“match” the affiliations of the delin- 
quents they serve, Dean Pike con- 
tended, is to give “a special prize— 
more jobs for its members—to those 
groups who have the highest propor- 
tion of delinquents among their chil- 
dren.”” The New York City Children’s 
Court, under the direction of Domes- 
tic Relations Presiding Justice John 
Warren Hill, follows the practice 
which Dean Pike was assailing. Ac- 
cording to the latest available figures, 
approximately 50 per cent of New 
York’s delinquent children are Ro- 
man Catholic, 45 per cent Protestant 
and 5 per cent Jewish. The Episcopal 
dean commented that “present policy 
. . . gives point to the question of St. 
Paul, ‘Shall we sin the more that 
grace abound?’ ” 


Official View 


As Bishop of the Protestant Epis- 
copal Diocese of New York, the Rt. 
Rev. Horace W. B. Donegan made it 
clear in a Thanksgiving Day sermon 
that Dean Pike had been expressing 
an official diocesan view on the ques- 
tion. The city Protestant Council as 
well as the Roman Catholic Archdio- 
cese had already gone on record in 


favor of continuing the “religious 
quota’ system. 

The American Jewish Congress, in 
a statement by its national executive 
committee chairman, Shad Polier, 
given at a November 4 closed hearing 
of the New York State Probation 
Commission, called Justice Hill’s pol- 
icy “utterly unsound and indefensible 
probation practice’ as well as a vio- 
lation of the state’s anti-discrimina- 
tion law. Polier said that a survey by 
his organization showed that the New 
York City Children’s Court was the 
only one in the state, or, indeed, in 
the country, which adhered to a “reli- 
gious quota” system. He chided Jus- 
tice Hill for applying contradictory 
interpretations of Section 25 of the 
Domestic Relations Act, using the re- 
ligious “quota” in appointing chil- 
dren’s probation officers, but not in 
appointing Family Court probation 
officers, although the law governing 
both divisions says that the officers 
shall be of the same religious faith as 
their charges “wherever practicable.” 
On this point, Episcopal Bishop Don- 
egan observed that his church favored 
the “wherever practicable” clause but 
considered Justice Hill’s practice of 
making appointments rather than as- 
signments on a religious basis to be a 
perversion of the law and one that 
brought it into conflict with the pro- 
hibition in the United States Consti- 
tution (Article 6) against any “re- 
ligious test” for public office, as well 
as with similar state and city laws. 
The Bishop also observed that while 
good probation officers, regardless of 
their own religious persuasion, would 
“make use of the religious institutions 
and clergymen of the faith of which 
the family are members,” it should 
still be kept in mind that “it is the 
role of the clergyman, not of the pro- 
bation officer, to teach religion and 
ethics to the child and provide strictly 
religious counselling.”’ 
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The National Women’s Conference 
of the American Ethical Union, in a 
letter in The New York Times of No- 
vember 16, signed by Secretary Ruth 
J. Frey, opposed the “wherever prac- 
ticable” clause altogether, noting: 


“.. . The current assumption that 
either equal or proportional represen- 
tation of Catholics, Jews and Protes- 
tants fairly represents the entire com- 
munity overlooks the fact that there 
is a sizable minority of citizens who 
do not belong within these three 
groups and are therefore deprived of 
any consideration whatever.” 


Futility 


Justice Hill, in defense of his sys- 
tem, asserted that the records of “at 
least” the last 22 years show no evi- 
dence of any applicants having been 
turned down for religious reasons, but 
his critics contended that qualified 
persons were advised in advance of 
the “quota” system and that many 
decided not to waste time futilely 
awaiting appointment when the 
“quota” for persons of their own re- 
ligion was already filled. (See also, 
Church and State editorial, “Judges 
or Sectarians,” November, 1952.) 
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Members Urged to Back 
POAU Advertising Plan 


POAU is primed to go into 
action with a series of full-page 
advertisements in nationally 
prominent newspapers and mag- 
azines, if an adequate special 
fund for this expensive under- 
taking can be raised. By this 
means, Americans in all parts 
of the nation could be reached 
with the text of “Without Fear 
or Favor,’ POAU’s statement 
to the Senate Subcommittee on 
Constitutional Rights (designed 
for oral presentation before the 
religious liberty hearings were 
cancelled), and the text of 
POAU’s reply to the November 
19 Roman Catholic Bishops’ an- 
nual statement (see this issue), 
as well as with other significant 
material. If YOU want to help, 
just send your contribution to- 
day to: 


POAU Advertising Fund 
1633 Massachusetts Avenue, 
N. W 


Washington 6, D. C. 


(Make checks payable to Protestants 
and Other Americans United) 
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